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Abstract

In this paper, we will establish elliptic regularity estimates on fam-
ilies of gravitational instantons whose model metric near infinity col-
lapse to a flat 3 dimensional space. We show that the constants in these
estimates can be chosen uniformly for the whole family of metrics. We
apply these results to the Laplacian and show it is Fredholm. We also
determine between which weighted spaces it is an isomorphism.
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1 Introduction

Gravitational instantons are complete, non-compact, hyperkihler manifolds
of dimension four with L?-bounded curvature. The first construction of grav-
itational instantons were found in the late 70’s, and in 1989 all asymptotically
locally euclidean (ALE) gravitational instantons are classified by Kronheimer
(1989). Over the years other, non-ALE, gravitational instantons were found.
Sun & Zhang (2021) showed that, depending on their asymptotic metric, all
gravitational instantons can be separated into 6 classes called, ALE, ALF,
ALG, ALG*, ALH and ALH*.

Kronheimer (1989) classified all ALE gravitational instantons in terms of
the model at infinity and the cohomology classes of the triple of Kéhler
forms. These "Torelli theorems" for the other gravitational instantons took
time to establish. (See Minerbd (2011) and IChen & Chen (2019) for ALF,
Chen & Chen (2021) for ALG and ALH,|Chen & Viaclovsky (2021) for ALG*,
Collins et al) (2022) for ALH*)

In any case, the moduli spaces for these gravitational instantons are not
closed. Therefore, families of gravitational instantons can degenerate. In
this paper we focus on one type of degeneration. We will set up the elliptic
regularity theory and study the Fredholm properties of the Laplacian in a
framework optimized for this degeneration.

To explain this degeneration, recall' that up to some quotient by some finite
group action, the metric at infinity of any gravitational instanton can be ap-
proximated by the metric found by |Gibbons & Hawking (1978). This model
metric is an explicit hyperkédhler metric on a circle bundle over a punctured
flat 3-manifold. Even more, the circle radius is bounded for any non-ALE
type gravitational instantons. In this paper we focus on families of Rieman-
nian manifolds whose metric approximate an non-ALE type gravitational

L An exposition of all possible asymptotic metrics can be found in|Sun & Zhang (2021),
Chapter 6



instantons near infinity whose circle bundle collapses to the flat base space.

This analysis is interesting for three reasons. First, it will be an essential tool
for gluing constructions for these gravitational instantons. Namely, for this
method one picks a family of degenerating Riemannian manifolds and a func-
tion that measures the failure of the metric to be hyperkihler. To perturb
these spaces into a gravitational instantons, one wishes to apply the inverse
function theorem on this error map. In order for this to work, one needs that
the initial error is sufficiently small and the linearization of this error map is
invertible. The first condition can be taken care in the construction of the
family of Riemannian manifolds. However, if one does not use the correct
Banach spaces, the bound on the inverse of the linearized error map may
grow so fast that the inverse function theorem cannot be applied. In this
paper we will explain how to set up the analysis such that all our estimates
are uniform in our scaling parameter. This can be used to show that the
linearized error map has a uniform bounded inverse. In an upcoming paper
the author will use this method in constructing gravitational instantons of
type ALG, ALG*, ALH and ALH* by gluing multiple Atiyah-Hitchin and
Taub-NUT manifolds to a bulk space that is constructed by the Gibbons-
Hawking ansatz.

Secondly, it is interesting because it is general enough that it can be applied
to other elliptic problems, than just the above gluing construction. Namely,
instead of proving each elliptic regularity estimate separately, we will give in
Section a general recipe where one can convert any standard local esti-
mate on R™ into an uniform local estimate on these families of approximate
gravitational instantons. For example, it can be used in the deformation
theory of anti-self-dual instantons over the space of gravitational instantons.

Finally, it is interesting because it uses a systematic and uniform approach for
all the different types of gravitational instantons, while these different types
have totally different behavior. For example, ALE and ALF gravitational in-
stantons are hyperbolic manifolds while the other types are parabolic. Also
the model metrics near infinity vary wildly: from a simple quotient of R* by a
finite subgroup of SU(2) for ALE spaces to ALH* type gravitational instan-
tons whose volume growth is of order 7%3. The analysis of each type of grav-
itational instanton is studied before separately (ALF by ISchroers & Singer
(2021)), ALG by I(Chen et al. (2020), ALG* by [Chen et al! (2021) and ALH*
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by [Hein et all (2022)), but in order to show their differences and their sim-
ilarities, we will do the analysis for all these types simultaneously and only
distinguish them when the geometry forces us to.

1.1 Setup

In this paper we make the following assumptions and use the following no-
tation. We assume that we have a family of complete, non-compact, 4-
dimensional Riemannian manifolds (M., g.), labeled by the parameter e €
(0,1).

Next, we assume that the model metric near infinity approximates the fol-
lowing version of the Gibbons-Hawking ansatz: Consider,

e B, the quotient of R?® by a non-maximal lattice, where depending on
the type of gravitational instanton the topology of B is given in Table
L1

B’ as the complement of a large compact set in B.

e P, a circle bundle over B’

h, a positive harmonic function on B’ that is given in Table [LT1 We
assume ¢ > 0 and k € Z is chosen such that [* dh] = ¢;(Py,) € H3p(B').

a connection 1 on P, that satisfies the Bogomolny equation xd h = dn.

| ALF | ALG | ALG* | ALH | ALH*
B|] R |[RZxS'| RExS! [RYxT?[Rf xT?
h c+ﬁ c c+ k log |x| c c+ kx|

Table 1.1: Conditions for the Gibbons-Hawking model metric depending on
the type of gravitational instanton. For function h we assume that ¢ > 0 and

keZ.

Given this data, we can equip P, with the following Riemannian metric

2
1+ eh

9" = (1+€eh)gp + n? (1)

We will often use the shorthand A, := 1 4 eh. Due to the Bogomolny equa-
tion, the Kahler forms w&” = edx; An+ h.dx; A dzy are an orthonormal

%
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closed basis of the self-dual 2-forms and make g&# hyperkihler.

Now, let I" be a finite? group of rotations in R?, R? or R* respectively. Lift
I to a free action on P,, and assume that g&* is invariant under this action.
Then P, /T is a hyperkidhler manifold and we consider this as our model
space at infinity.

Finally, we wish to compare our model metric (P /T, g.) to (M., g.). So
assume we can identify the complement of a large compact set of M, with
P, /T. To compare the metrics, assume that there is some v > 0 such that
for all k € N, |[V*(g. — g)| = O(r=%7¥). We also require that this error
can be estimated uniformly in the parameter e.

Remark 1.1. For any x € B’, the circle radius of its fiber is of order O(e).
Therefore, we can see € as a scaling parameter and in the limit ¢ — 0, the
space P, collapses to the base space B'.

Remark 1.2. Although the choices for B and h look very restrictive, according
to Sun & Zhang (2021) the metric g describes a generic model metric for
a gravitational instanton. We only restricted our scope in our choice of
degeneration.

Remark 1.3. Let r be the radial coordinate on R?, R? or R* when B = R3,
R2 x St or RT x T? respectively. Considering the definition of A in Table [T,
one can show d h is a multiple of Volgs or Voly: when B = R? or B # R? re-
spectively. Hence we can always find a connection on P, that is r-invariant.
Even more, the space of connections modulo gauge, H'(B,R)/H'(B,Z), co-
incides with the space of r-invariant connections and so up to gauge transform
we assume that 7 is r-invariant.

1.2 Results

Our goal in this paper is twofold. First, we want to find an elliptic regularity
theory on (M., g.) such that all elliptic estimates are uniform in the scaling
parameter €. Because these manifolds are non-compact, we have to define
suitable weighted norms. For the cases ALG* and ALH* this is non-trivial,
as their metric at infinity is neither conical or cylindrical. We explain in
Section [2] that after some conformal rescaling and certain universal covers,

2When B = Rt x T2, this requires I to be the trivial group.



the manifold has bounded geometry, uniform in the scaling parameter €. This
will enable us to define the weighted norms needed for this study. In Section
2.2] we will give a general recipe how to get regularity results for any elliptic
operator on these manifolds. We apply it explicitly for the Laplacian, for
which we can conclude

Theorem 1.4. Let k € N>y, a € (0,1) and § € R and the scaling parameter

€ (0,1). Consider the weighted Holder norm C5*® from Definition 23, the
asymptotic regions Ps, with a neighborhood P!, and the conformal rescaling
Q from definition [2.2. There exists a constant C' > 0, uniformly in €, such
that for any u € C*(PL), Q2Au € CF >*(PL) implies u € C**(Ps,) and

lullgge .y < C (19072 Aullgs=2(py, + lullegerr,) |-

Furthermore, if u vanishes on OP._, then

lull gy < C [1972Aul gtz oy, + lullegees |-

Similar regularity results for the Laplacian in terms of Sobolev norms are
given in Theorem 2.13 and 2.4l

In the second part of this paper we restrict our attention solely to the Lapla-
cian. In Section [3] we will study its Fredholm properties. Using the fibration
in the Gibbons-Hawking ansatz, we can decompose the relevant function
spaces into an S! invariant and an S! non-invariant part and we can study
the Laplacian on these spaces separately. For the S'-invariant part, the Fred-
holm properties are already well known, because heA en equals Ap. We will
show that the S! non-invariant part does not introduce new indicial roots
and does not change the index of the Laplacian. The key estimate in this
section will be

Theorem 1.5. On top of the conditions of Theorem[1.4), assume that § & 7Z.
When the end is modelled on the ALH gravitational instanton, we also let
€< % minp,_ h.. Then there exists P, C P! and a uniform constant C' > 0
such that for any u € W*(PL) oru € C3*(P.),

lullyzzpy <O {1972 Aullzgrg) + el gpppa] or

Hu“c}a(Poo) <’ [HQ—?AUHC(?,Q(PC,)O) + HuHCg(péo\Poo)] respectively.



When u vanishes on OP._,

lulzeeyy <C (1907200l 20p) + lullzp | o7
HuHC?a(PC,)o) <’ [||Q—2Au||cg,a(PC,)o) + HuHcg(Péo\Pw)] respectively.

Using a standard argument one can directly conclude that Q72?A, is Fred-
holm.

In Section (] we determine the kernel and co-kernel for small weights. First
we will focus only on the model operator on P, and determine the (co)-
kernel explicitly assuming Dirichlet boundary conditions. We will show
that for ALF gravitational instantons, the weights can be chosen such that
Q2A, : C¥2%(P) — OF*(Ps) is an isomorphism. This is not true in
general, but in Corollary we show that we can make it isomorphic by
adding a single function to its domain.

Using this knowledge we finally extend our results globally. In Section [£.1]
we will recover the result by [Schroers & Singer (2021), that for § € (—1,0)
and ALF gravitational instantons, Q2A, : C2*>*(M,) — CF*(M.,) is an
isomorphism. For the other gravitational instantons we prove

Theorem 1.6. Assume B # R3. Let p be the radial function from Definition
2.4 Let ¢ be a smooth function on M., such that ¢ = p near infinity and
vanishes on the interior compact set. Let § € (—1,0) with |§| sufficiently
small, k € Nsg and o € (0,1). For any f € Cy >*(M,) or f € W*(M,),
there exists a unique u € Wf’z(Me) SR oru € C’f’a(Me) @ Ro respectively,
such that

QA u=f.

To show this we use the formal adjoint of Q7 2A and the maximum principle
to get some partial results. Using Corollary [£.6] we improve these results
and get Theorem for the Sobolev case. By embedding the Holder space
inside the Sobolev spaces by tweaking the weight, we show this result is also
true for the other case.

Acknowledgements. This paper contains the analytical results found in my
PhD thesis "Construction of gravitational instantons with non-maximal vol-

ume growth", funded by the Royal Society research grant RGF\R1'\180086.
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2 Weighted elliptic estimates

A standard tool for elliptic operators on non-compact manifolds is the use of
weighted spaces. We will use weighted operators on an unweighted Banach
space instead. To explain this, we shortly revisit the Laplacian A on R3.
Instead of working with A, let 4 € R and consider the weighted operator
Ls = r?70AFul(y0 ) on the fixed Banach space induced by the metric
Jef = T 2gpua instead. This operator is strictly elliptic and hence for any
pair of small open balls B,, () CC B,,(z), we have the Schauder estimate

”uHWszZ(Brl(w)) <C ||7’2_6A(7“6U)||WC2J;2(BT2(;E)) + [JullL2(Bry ) | - (2)

Because the coefficients of L; can be bounded uniformly in x and g.; is the
cylindrical metric on R x S?, the constant C' can be chosen uniformly in z.
Hence by a summation argument one can find 0 < R’ < R such that

||u||WfJ;2(R3\BR(o)) <C [Hr2_6A(T6u)||WC2J;2(R3\BR,(O)) + ||U||L2(R3\BR/(0))] :

In Bartnik (1986), we have the weighted norm

I 2 ) ° ZHW A GO Y

with § € R, k € Z>o and K C R? compact. Because (the derivatives of )

dlogr are bounded in g, the metric || .. ||Wk 2 is equivalent to |[r=0 .. ||,k
of

So we can rephrase our estimate in terms of weighted norm:

HUHW(?’2(R3\BR(O)) <C [HAUHW(?fQ(Rf’\BR/(O)) + HUHLg(RS\BR,(o))] .

The upshot of this calculation is that studying weighted norms is equivalent
to studying weighted operators and these weighted operators can be studied
using the standard regularity results, which are already well established in
literature.



2.1 Definition of the weighted norms

In order to apply the above 'weighted operator’ method for our gravitational
instantons, we need to study the dependence of the constant C' on the collaps-
ing parameter € in equation 2l In the above example, we used the translation
and rotation invariance of the metric g.; = dlog r?+ gs2 and uniform bounds
on the coefficients of Ls to argue that C' does not depend on x. Instead us-
ing the symmetries of g.r, one can make the same conclusion using bounded
geometry: A complete Riemannian manifold (M, g) has bounded geometry
if the injectivity radius is bounded below and the first k& derivatives of the
Ricci curvature are bounded above, for some k£ € Ny. Riemannian manifolds
with bounded geometry are interesting, because they can be equipped with
coordinate charts that are suitable for analysis:

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 1.2 in Hebey (1999)). Let k € N, « € (0,1) and
Q > 1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with bounded geometry. There
exists a constant rg > 0 such that for any p € M, there are coordinates {x;}
on B, (p) that satisfy Q@ 6,, < gu < Q 0, as bilinear forms, and

' j ") g(y) — %)
v osup [09g(y) + it sup 0Wg(y) — M g(2)|
)

— (07
1<j<k yeBr(p y,2€Br(p) |y Z|
y#z

<@ -1

The constant rg depends on k, o, @Q, the injectivity radius and the C° norm
of (the first k derivatives of ) the Ricci tensor.

The coordinates found in Theorem 2] are called harmonic coordinates, be-
cause they satisfy Ax; = 0. Like the injectivity radius estimates the largest
ball on which the Riemann normal coordinates are defined, measures rg the
largest ball on which the harmonic coordinates has C*® control of the metric.
Therefore, the constant ry is referred as the harmonic radius in literature.

Theorem 2.T] gives an alternative proof that the constant C' in equation2ldoes
not depend on x. Namely, if the constants r1, 5 in Equation [2 are less than
the harmonic radius, Equation 2] follows directly from the standard Schauder
estimate in R? and the local C*® equivalence of the metric. Moreover, one
can find harmonic coordinates centred at every x € R3.

If the bounds on the injectivity radius and the Ricci tensor are uniform in
the scaling parameter €, Theorem 2.1l imply our estimates are uniform in e.



With this in mind, we now will define a conformal rescaling for our family of
gravitational instantons.

Definition 2.2. Let ¢“% = h.gp + €2h-1n* be the Gibbons-Hawking metric.
Let B be defined in Table[I1] and r be the radial parameter defined in Remark
(I3 Let Q be a strictly positive function on M, such that

1
he 2 if B=R x T?
Q|Poo={ !

_1
r~the 2 otherwise.
Define the conformally rescaled metric g.y as

gcf = Q2 * Ge-

The difference between these cases is due to the fact that S'-invariant har-
monic functions on R x 7% have exponential rather than polynomial growth
or decay. The conformal rescaling of A= in Q is convenient, because for S*
invariant functions the analysis reduces to the standard analysis on R™. This
is due to the fact that heAgon = AP for S' invariant functions.

To check whether this metric has bounded geometry, one first need to esti-
mate the derivatives of the Ricci tensor. Because the Gibbons-Hawking met-
ric is given explicitly, one can find the Christoffel symbols using the Koszul
formula. Using explicit calculation one can show:

Lemma 2.3. On the asymptotic region (Px, g.f), The Ricci curvature tensor
and its first k covariant derivatives are given in terms of the first k + 1
covariant derivatives of dlog). In particular, these are uniformly bounded

fore € (0,1).

Before we continue our study in the bounded geometry of P,,, we first define
the weighted operator for the Laplacian and check whether it is elliptic.

Definition 2.4. Let Q) be as described in Definition [2.4 and r be the radial
parameter defined in Remark[1.3. Let p be a strictly positive function on M.
such that

r if B=R x T?
plr. =

logr otherwise.

For all § € R, We define the weighted operator Ls as e PQ72A, (% . ..).
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Using the Koszul formula, one can show d p has norm one and all its deriva-
tives are bounded uniformly for ¢ € (0,1). Therefore, we use this as the
radial parameter by which we will measure decay. Using the bounds on d p
and its higher derivatives, one can show by explicit calculation that L; is
strictly elliptic in the sense of (Gilbarg & Trudinger (2001):

Proposition 2.5. For each 0 € R, the operator L is a strictly elliptic oper-
ator with bounded coefficients between C’Z}H’Q(Poo) and C’f}o‘(Poo), uniformly
in €€ (0,1). That is, if one considers the local coordinates given in Theorem
21 and expands Ls as

L5 = aijaiaj + blaz + C,
then there exist A\, A > 0, independent of €, such that
—aV66; > MEPP Ve e R
d ||a¥|| 0.0, ||b?]] 0.0 o < A.
and |6 gno [ o el o

We return to the study of the bounded geometry of P,,. Except for the
injectivity radius, all conditions stated in Theorem 2. Tlare satisfied by Lemma
2.3l However, for ALG* and ALH* gravitational instantons the injectivity
radius decays to zero, because the circle fibers decay at infinity. To remedy
this, we replace the fibers with their universal cover. To be precise, we will
consider local trivialisations over sufficiently large, contractible open sets and
we work on the universal cover over these trivialisations. We claim that, on
these local universal covers, the injectivity radius is bounded below. For this
we use a result by (Cheeger et al! (1982), which states that it is sufficient to
get a lower bound on Vol.¢(B;(p)) for all p € Py,. Secondly, we will determine
how the Sobolev and Hélder norms change when we project them back to
neighborhoods on P,.

Lemma 2.6. On local universal covers of Py, the injectivity radius is bounded
below, uniformly in € € (0,1).

Proof. We explain the case B = R x T?. Pick p = (29,0) € P, and choose
o > 0 such that the ball B,(x¢) C B is contractible. Next, we trivialize
P|B,(z0) ~ B,(r) x S* and consider the following rectangular neighborhood
on its universal cover:

R,(p) := {(x,t) € B,(zg) X R: |t| < @Q}
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We claim R,(p) lies inside a circumscribed ball of fixed length. To show
this, pick (z,t) € R,(p) and consider the path that goes parallel along the
coordinate axis. Using the gauge fix in Remark [[.3] the length of this path
is bounded above by some uniform constant C' > 0, and so R,(p) lies inside
the ball of radius C' centred at p. The volume of R,(p) is equal to

R
o ¢

8
Volef(R,y(p)) = / /} o Vol,,, Adt = 2Voly,(B,(z)) = §7T93‘
2€By(20) J —Lep e

According to (Cheeger et all (1982), the injectivity radius at p on R,(p) is
bounded below uniformly in € € (0,1).

When B = R? x S! the injectivity radius will still decay to zero at infinity.
This is due to the term eip gst in the metric. However, when we consider P,
as a T? bundle and use this unwrapping trick for both decaying fibers at the
same time, we still get a lower bound on the injectivity radius. O

Finally, we relate periodic functions on these universal local covers to func-
tions on P,,. When using Sobolev norms, one has to take account of the
number of fundamental domains are covered inside a ball of certain radius.
This is not necessary for Holder norms, due to the use of supremum norms.

Lemma 2.7. Let V C P, be open such that V restricts to a tm’z}ial St
bundle or T?-bundle respectively over a contractible base space. Let V be the
universal cover of V.. Then, for any u € ij’ca(V),

lulles = lalloxa e,

where 4 1is the lift of u in C’ffo‘(V)

Lemma 2.8. Let r > 0 be less than the injectivity radius found in Lemma
[2.8. Let p € Py, let B.(p) be the ball of radius r in Py, and let B,(p) be the
ball of radius r on the local universal cover of P, at p. Consider the function

p .
he if B=R3
Qih
v} =4 e fB=R?x S}
he otherwise.

€
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Then, there exist 1 < My < My and 0 < C7 < Cy, independent of p and e,
such that for all u € L*(B,(p))

Crllo-ulley i,y < Nl 3, 00,0 < Coll - vlliz -

where @ is the periodic lift of u on B, (x).

To prove Lemma 2.8 one has to count the number of fundamental domains
inside and around B, /v, (p) and compare this to the function v. This gives
the constants C; and Cs. To do this explicitly it is easier to use the rectan-
gular neighborhoods used in the proof of Lemma 2.6l For this, one needs to
estimate its inscribed and circumscribed balls, which gives the constants M;
and M.

In summary, the following weighted norms will be the most suited norms for
analysis on (M, g.):

Definition 2.9. Let ) and g.; be as described in Definition [2.2 and let p
be as in Definition [24. For any k € N, a € (0,1), 6 € R, we define the
weighted Holder norm on U C Py as

For any k € N, § € R, we define the weighted L? and Sobolev norm on
UC P, as

<u7 U>L§(U) :<6_5p u, 6_5p U)iﬂ(U)

k
el ey = 2 IV € w)leg 320
n=0

where L*(U) is the L? norm with respect to the volume form Vol that is
induced from Lemma[2.8. When g, = g%¥,

d p A Volg2 An if B=R?
Vollp. = { dpAVolgiugi A if B=R?x S
d p A Vol An if B=R x T2
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2.2 Recipe for weighted elliptic estimates

With all these ingredients we now have a method to establish local elliptic
estimates on P,,. We will work out one example in detail: To rephrase the
estimate?

lullse < C [ Aullgs-ze + [fufleo]

we follow the following steps:

Step 1: First we define the domains on which we apply the estimates. Ac-
cording to Theorem 2.1l there exists ry > 0 independent of z € P, and
e > 0, such that the ball B,,(z) inside the local universal cover can be
equipped with harmonic coordinates. We fix 0 < r < 7’ < ry, k € Nxo,
a € (0,1) and 0 € R. For our local elliptic estimates we only consider func-
tion u € CF*(By(z)).

Step 2: We lift u € Cy*(B,(z)) to a periodic function @& on the local uni-

versal cover inside B,.(z). Combining Definition with Lemma 27 we
— {|o=0p7 -

relate ||u||c§,a(3;(x)) = |le pu”()fj;“(]é;(x))' Because the local universal cover

has bounded geometry, the Cffa(B;,(x)) norm is equivalent to the standard

R™ norm induced by the harmonic coordinates. Using these coordinates, we
get the elliptic estimate

le™ s s, <C [||L5(6‘5”ﬂ)Hcff’“(é;@)) + ”6_%”00@4@))] ’

Step 3: Using the fact that L is invariant under deck transformations, we
project down to balls on P,,, and by Lemma 2.7}

le™ulee s,y <C [||L5(e—5pu)||05; 22 (81 (x) T ||6_6p“”00(34(x”] '
Using the definition of Ly,
e ullexo o, oy <C [!\6_5”9_2%6%!\05; 2oy @) T ”6_5/)12”0”34("’0”} ’

and we conclude:

3This regularity result is a combination of (Gilbarg & Trudinger (2001), Problem 6.1,
Theorem 9.19 and [Folland (1995) Theorem 6.33.
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Proposition 2.10. Letk € N>o, 6 € R and o € (0, 1). For sufficiently small

0 < r <7, there exists an uniform constant C > 0 such that for all x € Py

and any distribution u on B (z) with Q2A, u € CF > (B (x)),

u € C5*(By(z))

and
il os ) < C (19720l gr2ayy + Illeges, o)

Similarly, we get a local Schauder estimate using Sobolev norms. For this
we use the results on R” from [Evans (1998) (Theorem 1 in section 6.3.1) and
Bandle & Flucher (1998) (Theorem 7-12).

Proposition 2.11. Let k € N>y and § € R. For sufficiently small0 < r < 1/,

there exists an uniform constant C' > 0 such that for all x € Py and any
distribution u on By (z) with Q 2Ny u € CF > (Bu(x)),

u € Wi2(By(x))

and
2 —2
[l 5,y < C 19720,

|12/V§*272(BT,(1,)) + ||u||i§(BT/(m))] :

Proposition 2.12. Let § € R and o € (0,1). For sufficiently small 0 < r <
r', there exists an uniform constant C' > 0 such that for all x € Py, and any

u e Cy*(Byu(x)),

lulloe s, oy < C 19078y

lcoe s, @) + ||“||L§<Brf<w>>} ’

We are now ready to prove Theorem [[L4l For this theorem we need a neigh-
borhood P! of P.. Recall that topologically P, is a circle bundle over
[Rp, 00) x X, where Ry > 0 and ¥ is a compact space. A suitable choice of
P’ can be made by picking R; slightly smaller than Ry and define P’ as the
circle bundle over [R;, 00) X X.

Proof of Theorem[I.4 Let r and 7’ be as described in the steps for Proposi-
tion ZI0. Because u € C/*(PL), u must lie in C¥*(B.(z)) for all z € Ps.

loc

Proposition 2.10] states that

-2
el ose s ) <C 197285,

let2e 5, @) + ”““CE(Bw(x”]

<C 19728 ulgg-2e oy + lullegeens |-

15



Varying = € P,,, we conclude
HUH(,*(’;’“(POO) = xselﬁ HUH(/*?Q(BT(QC)) <C ||Q_2Ageu||0§72’a(Péo) + HuHCg(Péo)

For the boundary regularity estimate we use the same method, combined
with Corollary 6.7 from |Gilbarg & Trudinger (2001), which states that, for
any x close to the boundary,

||u||0§'a(BT.(x)ﬁPc’>o) <C |[97%Agu |c[;*2)a(p(;o) + ||U||og(P;o)

O

The same method can be used to extend Proposition to a global ver-
sion. For Proposition 211l we need to use a summation method, similarly
to Proposition 6.1.1 in [Pacard (2008). Namely, we pick £ > 0 and write
P/, as the union of annuli A, := 7' (Brytsn+1) \ Bro+xrn), and we sum the
estimates for all annuli. Because the radius of the circle fiber is uniformly
bounded above we can cover A, with a fixed number of balls such that on
each ball we can apply Proposition .11l For large enough k, we get the
estimate

n+1

gy, SC D7 (197200

m=n—1

2 2
|W§72,2(Am) + ||U||L§(Am)]

for all n € Z>(. Taking the union over the first N annuli yields

N+1

lullw ey, a0y <303 (19780

n=0

w22 + Nl zzan |

<3¢ [||Q_2Ag€u a2t an) + lull s Anﬂ .

If one assumes that u vanishes on the boundary of P, ,

||“||W§'2(U,’Lo An) <3C [HQ_2A9€UHW§’2'2(U2{:& An) + HuHLg(UfjiOl An)} .

Taking the limit N — oo we conclude:
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Theorem 2.13. Let k € N>y and 6 € R. There exists a uniform constant
C > 0 such that for any L3-bounded u € W2(PL), Q 2N, u € W >2(P)
imply u € WH(Py) and

||U||W§’2(poo) <C _||Q_2Agsu||wf*272(péo) + HUHLg(P;O)_ .

Furthermore, if u vanishes on OP._, then

||“||W§’2(péo) <C _’|Q_2Ageu |W§*272(P(;0) + ||u||L§(PéO)

Theorem 2.14. Let k € Nso, a € (0,1) and § € R. There exists a uniform
constant C > 0 such that for any L3-bounded u € L*(PL), QA u €
CP*(PL) imply u € C%(Py) and

fullggeqr < € [1972u

|coepyy ’|U’|L§(Pgo)] -

3 Fredholm theory for the Laplacian

From now on we will focus on the Laplacian. Given these regularity estimates,
the next step is to show Q7?A,_is Fredholm. A standard argument (e.g. See
Pacard (2008)) shows that it is sufficient to prove Theorem [[H because
the term P!\ Py in this theorem can be chosen compact. The prove of this
theorem will heavily base on the observation that hcAgjon = AB for functions
that are pulled back from B. On the base spaces, the Fredholm estimates
are well known, and hence we only need to study functions on the fiber. We
use the following Fourier decomposition:

Definition 3.1. For any continuous functionu on P’ define the S* invariant

part of u as
@) =5 |
up(x,t) = — U
b 2T 7=1(x) K

and the S* non-invariant part uy = u — uy. The operators that map u to w
and uy will be denoted as m, and 7y respectively.

By construction, the space of continuous functions on P’ has a direct sum
decomposition into S! invariant and S! non-invariant functions. Related to
this splitting there are three analytical properties which turn out to be useful.
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Lemma 3.2. The operators Ajen and m, commute.

Proof. Take a local trivialization of the circle bundle and perform this cal-
culation explicitly using the S!-invariance of the metric. O

Lemma 3.3. On any S invariant domain U, the operators

m: COU) = CO(U), my: Cof*(U) = Co(U), and my: L*(U) — L*(U)
are bounded. The same holds for my.
Proof. The only non-trivial thing to show is that the Holder semi-norm is

bounded. So let u € CS}Q(U) u(@)—u(y)

d(w,y)™

Oa )

u(e®-x)—u(et-y)
d(ett-z,etty)e

By rotating along the fiber

< HUHCS}"‘(U)' Because the metrlc

. . . it ) it
is Sliinvariant, |“ew)—uCy)

() and so averaging over ¢ € [0, 27]

d(z,y)e
yields
1 27 it | _ it -
L[t e y>d4:'“b<f”> O <l o
21 Jo d(z,y) d(z,y)* v

O

Proposition 3.4 (Poincaré inequality). Let x € P! and denote the orbit of
x as S* - {x}. For any continuous function u that satisfies u = uy,

Q
lullco (st-4o <27r€—||du||co siie
{z}) \/— o (St{z})

||| 2514 S\/—h_EH dullzais1.4y)-

Proof. Let (z,t) € P/,. Because u is S' non-invariant, there exists a t, € S*
such that u(z,ty) = 0. By the fundamental theorem of calculus, u(x,t) =
ftt 9u q¢. From definition 2.2 we estimate the circle radius, and hence

o) < [ Naulls- 10y e < 20 2 dule ooy

In order to find the L? estimate, write u(x,t) = > wu,(z)e™ and note that
||u||2i2(51.{m}) = / ul?dt = Zui < anui < du(at)||2i2(51.{w})-
n=1 n=0
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Therefore,
||U||2i2(sl-{m}) <l duH%?(Sl-{m}) : ||at||%'0(51v{x})‘
O

If the circle fiber collapses at infinity, this Poincaré inequality will enable us
to improve Theorem [[.4] into Theorem [L.5l This is true for all cases except
when P, is a trivial circle bundle, i.e. when the end is modelled on the ALH
gravitational instanton. For this case we need the extra requirement that the
collapsing parameter € is sufficiently small.

Proof of Theorem[L.3. Assume without loss of generality that B = R3 and
u € WP*(PL). Consider the case u = uy and g, = g&%. The elliptic

o
regularity estimate from Theorem .13 states,

lgllzeen, <C (19728 0murlizmg + gl ezcen,
<C 119728 g L eaceny + gl zzmg vy + gl 2|

Using the Poincaré inequality, we rewrite this as

leslhzny <C (190728 gmuglliging) + gl 3o pot

€€)
+ H;ixﬁ N dugllrze.) | -

The term hﬂ is at least of order e™” when the model end is ALF, ALG, ALG*
39 1

or ALH* and so in those cases we can pick P, such that maxp_ T < 3

In the ALH case, this condition is part of the theorems assumptions. ﬁence,
for all model ends we conclude

1 _
Slurllyzan, <C (1972 Bgenurlliz e + gz pey

Secondly, consider the case u = u;, and g, = g“#. For S* invariant functions,
Q_2Ag€GH reduces to the standard Laplacian A® on the base space. The op-
erator AP is Fredholm in the norms given by Bartnik (1986) when § ¢ Z. By
Lemma 2.3], these norms are equivalent to the Sobolev norms introduced in
Definition Therefore, there exists a uniform constant C' > 0 independent
of u such that

||“bHW§’2(poo) <C [||Q_2A“b||L§(PéO) + HubHLg(Péo\Poo)
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Combining these estimates and using Lemma and B.3] we conclude that
for any u = u + uy € Wi*(PL),

o0

lellwz2 ey Slhusllwzzee) + sz e
=4C [HQ_2A9§HU”L§(R§O) + ||U||L§(P(;O\Pw)} ’
Finally, we consider the general case where |[|[V¥(g. — ¢)|| = O(r=%v).

Using elliptic regularity, one can find some neighborhood P O P! and
some constant C’ > 0 such that

lullz2ey <AC (19728 gpmull ey + lulzcer e
<[00 ,.u

2Py + lull 2P\ Py

HIQT* (Agen — Ay,)

o Il 2|

For any model end we consider, one has lim, . [V (gc — )| = 0 for all
k € N and this limit is uniform in the collapsing parameter €. Therefore,
the operator norm of [|Q72(Ay, — Ayen)||cy can be chosen arbitrary small by
translating the domains of Py, P/  and P! . Hence, by reordering, enlarging
(" and redefining P/ as P/,

||u||W52’2(Poo) <C’ HQ_2A95U

|L§(P;o) + ||U||L§(P;O\Poo) )

which is one of the estimations we need to show. The other estimates follow
by a similar argument. O

Identical to the proofs of Theorems 9.1.1 and 9.2.1 in [Pacard (2008), we now
conclude

Corollary 3.5. Let W§b2(P;o) be the space of all W*(PL) functions that
satisfy ulop,. = 0. Under the conditions described in Theorem[1.3, the oper-
ator

O2A: Wjﬁ(P;o) — LY(P.)
1s Fredholm.
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4 Invertibility of the Laplacian

In order to understand the index of Q72A, , we will study the kernel and
co-kernel of Q_zAggH in more detail. In the case < 0, injectivity follows

from the maximum principle, because for this case functions inside Cy** must
decay. In the next proposition get an improved version for S non-invariant
functions.

Proposition 4.1. One can define P, such that there exists a 6 >0, such
that for any & < & and o € (0,1) there are no non-zero u € Cy*(P.) that
satisfy

u is S* non-invariant, Agornu =0, and ulgp = 0.

Proof. Recall we defined P._ to be the circle bundle over [R;, 00) x 3, where X
is a compact set. Let R > R; and define U, C P’ to be the circle bundle over
[Ry,7] x 3. Using integration by parts, one can show that for any harmonic
function u on U, and § € R,

—26 2 —46 GH 2 —26 2
| d(e ”WHLgH(UT.):/aU ey 61 du 407 [ PPu dplZs (.

With respect to g“#, the norm of d p is ﬁ or ﬁ when B = R x T? or

B # R x T? respectively. In any case this is bounded by one. By the Poincaré
: : —26p,,112 5 —26p 2
inequality, ||e uHLéH(UT) < 2me- || d(e u)HLéH(UT) and hence

(1=t |l )0l 0y < [ e 4
We pick R; and § such that 8med? - || dp||co Ly < L

Finally, we use the fact that u vanishes on OP’. We are left with

ee!"y(R)G4(R) [y Volg2 Adt  if B =R?
/ e Pu xM du = eePPu(R)4(R) [y Volgig Adt if B =R? x 5
oo € e 4R u(R)g—Z(R) J, Volra Adt otherwise.

When u € Cy*(PL,), there is a constant C' > 0 such that

(1-20)R it B _ 3
/ e~ 10y «GH qy <O - {e it B=R
o,

e~ 2R otherwise.
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This vanishes at infinity when 6 > 0 or when § > % This implies that in

the limit r — oo, || d(e™%u)||2, w,y = 0 and hence u must be a multiple
GH\Y"

of €%, The only S! non-invariant function that satisfies this is the constant

zero function. O

Using Theorem [[.4] and Theorem 2.14] we can extend this result to Sobolev
spaces:

Corollary 4.2. One can define P, such that there exists a 6 >0, such that
for any 6 < & and o € (0,1) there are no non-zero u € Wi *(PL) that satisfy

u is ST non-invariant, Agornu =0, and ulgp = 0.

Proposition Bl is not true for S' invariant functions. However, for these
functions the Laplace equation can be explicitly be solved using the Fourier
decomposition. For § < 1, they are the following:

Proposition 4.3. Any u € C;*(P.) oru € W*(PL) that satisfies
u is Stinvariant, Agru =0, and ulppr =0.

will vanish when 6 < 0. For ¢ € (0,1), u must be of the form

) A+p-e? if B=R,
B Ap-p otherwise,

where A, 1 € R are chosen such that u|pp = 0.

When one uses Sobolev spaces, one can calculate the cokernel of an operator
by studying the kernel of its formal adjoint. In the next proposition we
make this precise. Combining this with our knowledge of the kernel from
Proposition we will get an explicit description of the range.

Proposition 4.4. Let W§b2(Péo) be the space of all W*(PL) functions that
satisfy ulpp, = 0. The formal adjoint of Ly is L_(54+1) when B = R* and L_s
else. Hence, under the conditions described in Theorem[1.3, f € L3(P.) lies
in the image of

Q720 Wig(PL) — Li(PL)
if and only if (f, €’ - v)zapr )y =0 (or (f,v)p2(p, )y = 0 when B # R3) for all

v € ker Q2A, W25 0(Pe) = L2 5,1y (PL) if B=TR?
Ge * 2,2 / 2 / .
WJ&O(POO) — LZ5(P) otherwise.
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Proof. The formal adjoint can be explicitly be calculated by considering
(Lo, v) p2(pry = (U, Ljv) g2 py ) for any pair of compactly supported smooth
functions v and v on P._. O

When B = R? the operator is injective for § < 0. According to Proposition
4.4l it must be surjective when § > —1. Hence it is an isomorphism for
6 € (—1,0). However, when B # R? there is no € R such that Q72A cn is
injective and surjective at the same time. Hence we need to manually enlarge
the domain without adding new elements to the kernel. We claim that when
B #R3, 6 <0 and |§| < 1 the operator

Q%A jon: W2 (PL) @ Rp — L(PL)
with Dirichlet boundary conditions is the isomorphism we are looking for.

Proposition 4.5. Let § € (—1,0) with |§| sufficiently small. For any f €
L2(PL) there exists a unique u € Wi (PL) oru € W*(PL) @ Rp such that

Q_QAggHu =f and wulpp, =0
when B = R3 or B # R3? respectively.

Proof. We only prove the case B # R3. Let u + A\p € W*(P.) ® Rp such
that A(u+Ap) = 0 and u+Ap|opr = 0. Because Wy (PL)®Rp € W2 (PL),
there exist a, 5 € R such that

u+ Ap=a+ fp,

Comparing decay rates, we conclude A = f and u = «. The only constant
function that is part of W;**(P.,) is the constant zero function and therefore
a = 0. The boundary condition forces = 0. This proves the injectivity of
Q_zAgecH.

To show surjectivity we first set up some notation: Let a« € R be such that
a + p vanishes on the boundary of P/ . Let x be a smooth bump function
on P/, such that x|pp, =1 and assume that (Q2Acu(xp), o+ p) # 0.

Let f € Lj(P.,) and choose § € R such that (f+3-Q7 %A eu (xp), a+p) = 0.
By Proposition [4.4] there exists some 4 € W; 2(P.,) such that

Q2N (i) = f + - Q20 o (xp),
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because a + p spans the kernel of Q72A cn : W2>2(PL) — L*4(P.). By
construction u := i—-xp is an element of W;*(P’.) and solves Q2Agenu =
f. To satisfy the boundary condition we consider u + [ - p instead. Because
p is harmonic, u + 3 - p is still a solution for f and,

u+ Bplop, =+ B(1—x)plor, = 0.
This proves surjectivity. U

Corollary 4.6. Let 6 € (—1,0) with |0| sufficiently small. One can define
P! such that for any f € L3(P.) there exists a unique u € Wi2(PL) or
u e W2*(PL) @ Rp such that

Q°Aju=f and ulpp, =0
when B = R3 or B # R3 respectively.

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition [4.5] because invertibility is an
open condition and the operator norm of O *(A, — Ayer) can be made
arbitrary small by changing the domain of P.. O

4.1 Invertibility in Sobolev spaces

Having determined the (co)-kernel of the Laplacian on P,,, we finally are
able to study the Laplacian on M,.. Because M, is the union of the model
end P,, and some compact set, elliptic regularity and Fredholm results can
be extended without any proof. We only need to study the kernel and range
of Q2A,..

When § < 0, functions inside VV52 2(M,) are forced to decay at infinity. Hence
when 6 < 0, the kernel of Q72A, is zero due to the maximum principle.
In Proposition [£.4] it is shown that the formal adjoint of Ls near infinity is
L_(145 when B = R3 or L_s else. From this we can directly conclude for
which ¢ the co-kernel is empty:

Lemma 4.7. When B = R?, the operator Q27 : W*(M,) — L3(M,) is
an isomorphism for § € (—1,0). When B # R3, the operator Q 27, : W (Mg.,) —
L3(Mp,,) is injective when 6 < 0 and surjective when 6 > 0.

24



We can’t improve Lemma [4.7] because there will be an index jump at § =0
due to the constant functions. In summary, according to Lemma (.7 there
always exists an inverse, but this inverse might have the wrong decay rate.
As shown in Proposition 4.5 we can remedy this by adding a certain smooth
function ¢ to our domain. We require ¢ to be p near infinity and we want
that ¢ vanishes inside.

Proposition 4.8. Assume that B # R® and assume that g. = g on P’_.
Let § < 0 with || sufficiently small and k € Nsy. For any f € WE>2(M.)
there exists a u € Wy2(M.) @ R¢ such that

QO 2N, u=f.

Proof. By elliptic regularity it is sufficient to show that Q%A : W52 2(M) &
R¢ — L3(M,) is surjective. Let f € L3(M,). By Lemma [£7] there exists a
u € W>Z(M,) such that

O 2Au=f.

Our goal is to show that u € W;?*(M,) ® Ré. Let y be a small bump
function on M, that equals 1 on 0P . By Corollary (.0 there exist a function
Use € W?(PL) and \ € R such that

Q_2AQ§H (Uso + A@) =f — Q_2AQ§H (xu),
(uoo + )\(ﬁ)‘apéo =0.

The term Q_2Ag€GH(XU) is added, because it induces the conditions
QA yon (uoe + xu+AP) =,
(uoo + Xu + )‘¢>|8P(;o =U.
At the same time, the restriction of u to the region P! also satisfies
Q_2AQ€GH (u) =f
U|8Pg,o =u,

and hence uo, + xu + A¢ — u is a harmonic function on P, with Dirich-

let boundary conditions. Because Wf 2 @ Rg is a subset of Wf’f, and the

harmonics of W?>7(P..) are known by Proposition E3,
Uso + XU+ AP —u =+ Bp
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for some «, 5 € R. From this we make two observations: First, u+a+(8—\)¢
is an element of WE’?(ME), and secondly, it is also equal to us, + xu €

W2?(P.). Because M, is the union of a compact set with P’_ and all weighted
W22 norms on compact sets are equivalent,

u+a+ (8 —No e WH(M,).

We conclude u + o € Wi*(M,) © Rp and Q~2A,, (u + «) = f, which proves
surjectivity. ]

Proposition 4.9. Assume that B # R® and assume that g. = g% on P._.

Let § € (—1,0) with |d] sufficiently small and k € Nso. The operator
02N, WPH(M,) @ Rp — LA(M,)

has a trivial kernel.

Proof. Assume the contrary, and let v be a non-zero element of W;*(M,)
and A € R such that A(v + A\¢) = 0. If A = 0, Lemma [L.7] implies v = 0
which contradicts our assumption. Therefore, we can rescale our harmonic
function such that A = 1.

We claim that our assumption implies surjectivity of Q—2A,, : W*(M,) —
L3(M,). Indeed, let f € L3(M.). By Proposition I8 there must be a u €
W2?(M,) and a A € R such that Q2A, (u 4+ A¢) = f. By our choice of v,

we also have

Q20 (u— o) = Q%A (u+ Ad — A(v + ¢))

f.

Hence u — \v € W*(M,) is an inverse of f.

We claim that surjectivity of Q 24, : W*(M,) — L3(M,) leads to a con-
tradiction. Indeed, when Q2A,_is surjective, then Ls is surjective and its
formal adjoint must be injective. On the asymptotic part of M., the formal
adjoint is L_5 . Because 0 < 0, the constants are part of the kernel of Lj,
but we just have shown that the kernel of Lj is trivial. Therefore, v does not
exist. U

Lemma [2.7] and Propositions .8 and prove Theorem for the Sobolev
norm under the extra assumption that g. = g on the asymptotic region P’_.
Because invertibility is an open condition and the operator norm of Q2(A, —
Agor) can be made arbitrary small, this extra condition is superfluous.
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4.2 Invertibility in Holder spaces

For any 0 > 4, the space C9(Mp,,) embeds into L%(M.). Therefore, the iso-
morphism from Theorem for the Sobolev case and the regularity result
from Theorem 214 imply that for any f € Cy**(M,) and & > 4, there exists
au € C’g’a(Me) (or u € C’;’a(ME) ® R¢) such that Q2A, u = f. To make
Q?A,, into an actual isomorphism, we need to regain the weight that we
have lost in the embedding, i.e. we need to show that u € C3*(M,) (or
u e Cy*(M,) @ Rgp).

In order to regain the weight, we are going to study the family of functions
uz that solve Q2A, usz = f for some fixed f € CF*(M,) and we will see if
we can take the limit & to 8. At first sight this limit should not converge
in C’g’o‘(Me) or C’g’a(ME) ® R¢. Namely, the weight function € does not
converge to e uniformly. Therefore, any Cg’o‘ estimate of u; will likely
diverge. We will circumvent this issue by considering pointwise convergence
and only use uniform convergence on compact sets. For this to work we first
need to extend Theorem globally and study the behavior of its constants
under perturbation of weight.

Lemma 4.10. Let 6min, Omax € R such that [Omin, Omax] C R\ Z. On top of
the conditions of Theorem [I.3, assume that 6 € [Omin, Omax|- There ezists a

compact set K and a constant C' > 0, depending on €, Omin and Omax Such
that for any u € C3*(M.,),

lullgzequ, <C 11972400

|C§’“(M€) + llullcox

Remark 4.11. Before we were able to to show that all are estimates are
uniform in e. This was possible, because we controlled the geometry of the
asymptotic region of M,. If we have a uniform elliptic regularity estimate on
the interior of M, — for example, we have uniform bounded geometry on the
interior of M, — then the constant in the above lemma can be chosen uniform
w.r.t. €. As we haven’t put any conditions on the compact region of M., this
uniformity of the estimate cannot be guaranteed.

Proof of Lemma[{.10. Let P,, C P. be the asymptotic regions defined in
Theorem Let K/ ¢ K” compact subsets of M., such that they both
cover M, \ Py. By elliptic regularity of Q72A,, there exists a constant
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C > 0, depending on € and 9, such that

[ull 2o < C [HQ_ZAgeU | o gemy + ||U||cg(K~)} :

Combining this with the estimates of Theorem [LL5 we get

HUHC(?’O‘(K’UPOO) <C [||Q‘2Ag€u |c§»“(K~uP;o) + ’|UHcg(K”u(P;o\Poo))] :

Because P!\ P, can be chosen compact, we set K = K" U (P, \ Py) and
conclude

[ullg2.oar,y < C [||Q_2Ageu||6§’a(M€) + HUHCE(K))} : (3)

We only need to show C' can be chosen uniformly in 6. We prove this by
using that Ls is uniform in . Indeed, assume that C' is not uniform in ¢.
Then, there must be sequences u; € C’f}a(Me) and ¢; € R such that

||ul||Cf}a(M€) - ]-7 ||L61ul||CSfQ(M€) — 07

||ui||cgf(M€) — 07 5@ — 5lim € [5min7 5max]-
We apply Equation [3 on u; with the limiting weight &), which yields

HuiHCf}“(Me) < C(é, 0tim) [||L<Sumui||cgf(M€) + HuiHCSf(Me)]

< C(€, biim) [HL&UZ'HCS}O‘(ME) + (L, — L5i)uiHCg}a(M€) + ||ui||02f(Me)] :

(4)
For any 0 € R,
Lsu; = e PQ72A, (% u) = Q72A,, (u)+6u-Q %A, p—62u-| dp||§cf—25<d u,dp)g.,
which imply that there exists a uniform constant C’ > 0 such that

(Lo — Lo Juill o sy < C 101 = 63l - [lwill gt -

Hence, the right hand side of Equation @] converge to zero. This yields a
contradiction as ||Ui||02}a(M€) =1 forall i € N, O

With the uniform control of C, we can finally prove the bijectivity of Q72A,, .
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Proof of Theorem I8, Hélder case. Let f € Cy®(M,). For any 6 € (0,6/2),
f is an element of L?(M Bn), and so by Theorem [[.6 there exists a u €

W;’z(MBm) such that Q 2A, u = f. By Proposition 212, u is an element of
C';’O‘(M pn) and because Q2A,_is injective, the function u does not depend

on the choice of J.

Using elliptic regularity it is sufficient to show u € C9(M,). So let x € M,
and consider |e~%u|(z). We can estimate this as

-4 56— -8
le=%Pu|(z) < [eC=9°|(z) - ||e u||cf}a(M€).
Because 4 is not an indicial root, we can apply Lemma EI0

|6—6pu|($) < |e(6—5)P|(;p) .C [||e_5p fHCS}O‘(Me) + ||6_5pu||(10(K)]

< 1e89)@) - C [ ) conury - I Flozequny + e oo - lullos]

The terms ||€_Sp||co ||€(6_S)p||00a y and C' are all uniformly bounded

w.r.t. ¢: For the first term can be estlmated explicitly, for the second term
this follows due to the fact that e@=9) decays when 6 > 6 and for the last term
this is shown in Lemma .10l Therefore, there exists a constant C” that de-
pends on C, ||f||0§"*(MB,n) and ||u|co(xy such that [e=%Pul(z) < C-|e@=2%|(z).

For each = € M., we pick 6 > § such that |e(8_5)/’|~(at) < 2. This gives us an
estimate of |e~%u|(x) which does not depend on 6. Therefore, lullcoary =

SUP,c . €% ul(z) < 2C" < oco. O
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